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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-2, 9-10, and 14-17 have been amended and claims 18-19 have been 
added. 

2. Claims 1-5 and 9-19 have been examined and are pending with this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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3. Claims 1-3 and 14-17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Lewis et al (US 6,131,112 A). 

INDEPENDENT: 

As per claims 1,14, and 17, Lewis teaches of a method, a system comprising 
means, and a computer readable medium having stored therein instructions for 
processing commands comprising: receiving and storing in a memory (see col. 13, lines 
24-37) a first command line interface server (see Fig. 5, #42), the first command line 
interface server processing commands addressed to boards of a first board type (see 
col. 8, lines 54-65) programmed with a first version of software (inherent: see col. 8, line 
58: "associated platform"); receiving and storing in memory (see col. 13, lines 24-37) a 
second command line interface server (see Fig.5, #52), the second command line 
interface server processing commands addressed to boards of the first board type (see 
col. 8, lines 54-65) programmed with the second version software (inherent: see col. 8, 
line 58: "associated platform"); and processing a first command using the first command 
line interface server (see col. 13, line 66 to col. 14, line 3) and a second command using 
the second command line interface server (see col. 13, line 66 to col. 14, line 3), the first 
command addressed to boards of the first type programmed with the first version 
software (see col. 8, lines 54-65), and the second command addressed to boards of the 
first board type programmed with the second version of software (see col. 8, lines 54- 
65), wherein (i) processing the first command includes routing the first command to 
boards of the first board type programmed with the first version of software (see col. 8, 
lines 56-59), (ii) processing the second command includes routing the second command 
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to boards of the first board type programmed with the second version of software (see 
col. 13, lines 55-65), and (iii) the memory concurrently stores the first command line 
interface server and the second command line interface server (see col. 9, lines 7-10 
and col. 13, lines 33-37: Lewis teaches of a single general purpose computer providing 
commands to both NMP and SMP). 

As per claim 16, Lewis teaches of a computer program for processing commands 
comprising: first code for receiving and storing in a memory (see col. 13, lines 24-37) a 
first command line interface server (see Fig.5, #42), the first command line interface 
server processing commands addressed to boards of a first board type (see col. 8, lines 
54-65) programmed with a first version of software (inherent: see col .8, line 58: 
"associated platform"); second code for receiving and storing in memory (see col. 13, 
lines 24-37) a second command line interface server (see Fig.5, #52), the second 
command line interface server processing commands addressed to boards of the first 
board type (see col. 8, lines 54-65) programmed with the second version software 
(inherent: see col. 8, line 58: "associated platform"), wherein the memory concurrently 
stores the first command line interface server and the second command line interface 
server (see col .9, lines 7-10 and col. 13, lines 33-37: Lewis teaches of a single general 
purpose computer providing commands to both NMP and SMP); third code for routing 
(inherent: see col. 4, lines 52-55) a first command, received at a master session process 
(see col. 9, lines 7-10), to the first command line interface server, and for routing 
(inherent: see col .4, lines 52-55) a second command, received at a master session 
process (see col. 9, lines 7-10), to the second command line interface server, the first 
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command being addressed to boards of the first type programmed with the first version 
software (see col. 8, lines 54-65), and the second command being addressed to boards 
of the first board type programmed with the second version of software (see col.8, lines 

54- 65); and fourth code for processing the first command using the first command line 
interface server (see col. 13, line 66 to col. 14, line 3) and the second command using 
the second command line interface server (see col. 13, line 66 to col. 14, line 3), wherein 
(i) processing the first command includes routing the first command to boards of the first 
board type programmed with the first version of software (see col.8, lines 56-59), and (ii) 
processing the second command includes routing the second command to boards of 
the first board type programmed with the second version of software (see col. 13, lines 

55- 65). 

DEPENDENT: 

As per claims 2 and 15, Lewis teaches of further comprising routing a single 
command to multiple boards using the first command line interface (see col. 9, lines 31- 
50). 

As per claim 3, Lewis further teaches wherein the first and second commands 
are CLI commands (see col.8, lines 56-59). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Lewis et al. (US 6,131 ,1 12 A) in view of Heck (US 6,317,743 A). 

As per claim 4, Lewis does not explicitly teach of further comprising converting 

the first and second commands from a first protocol to a second protocol. Hack teaches 

of converting commands from a first protocol to a second protocol (see col.5, lines 15- 

34 and col. 8, lines 64-65). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 

the art at the time the invention was made to employ the teachings of Heck within the 

system of Lewis by implementing a compiler to convert commands from a first protocol 

to a second protocol within the command processing method and system manager 

because Lewis teaches that the network management platform allows for collective 

management of autonomous local area networks (LANs), with equipment from different 

vendors" and complies with SNMP standards, "and can also accommodate other 

standard and proprietary protocols" (see col.5, lines 46-51) Therefore, such an 

implementation would enable the different proprietary protocols to communicate with 

each other. 

As per claim 5, Lewis further teaches wherein the first protocol is CLI and the 
second protocol is SNMP (see col.5, lines 48-50). 
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5. Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lewis et al. (US 6,131,112 A) in view of Scholl etal. (US 5,742,762 A). 
INDEPENDENT: 

As per claim 9, Lewis teaches of a system manager comprising: a memory (see 
col. 13, lines 24-37), the memory for storing a first command line interface server (see 
Fig.5, #42), the first command line interface server processing commands addressed to 
boards of a first board type (see col.8, lines 54-65) programmed with a first version of 
software (inherent: see col.8, line 58: "associated platform"), the memory (see col. 13, 
lines 24-37) also receiving and storing a second command line interface server (see 
Fig.5, #52), the second command line interface server processing commands 
addressed to boards of the first board type (see col.8, lines 54-65) programmed with the 
second version software (inherent: see col.8, line 58: "associated platform"), wherein 
the memory concurrently stores the first command line interface server and the second 
command line interface server (see col. 13, lines 33-37: Lewis teaches of a single 
general purpose computer providing commands to both NMP and SMP); a processor 
coupled to the memory for directing a first command to the first command line interface 
server (see col. 13, line 66 to col. 14, line 3) and for directing a second command to the 
second command line interface server (see col. 13, line 66 to col. 14, line 3), the first 
command addressed to boards of the first type programmed with the first version 
software (see col.8, lines 54-65), and the second command addressed to boards of the 
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first board type programmed with the second version of software (see col. 8, lines 54- 
65); and (i) receiving the first command from the first command line interface server and 
routing the first command to one or more boards of the first board type programmed 
with the first version of software (see col .8, lines 56-59), and (ii) receiving the second 
command from the second command line interface and routing the second command to 
one or more boards of the first board type programmed with the second version of 
software (see col. 13, lines 55-65). 

Lewis does not explicitly teach of a proxy agent. Scholl teaches of a proxy agent 
(see Fig.4, #15 & #19 and col .7, lines 10-15). It would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ the teachings of 
Scholl within the system of Lewis by implementing a proxy agent for receiving and 
routing commands to appropriate destinations within the manager system because 
Scholl teaches by implementing a proxy agent which include "network specific 
protocols", the requests can be appropriately directed to "each managed network" (see 
col.7, lines 5-9) and since Lewis teaches of two management platforms with two 
different protocols, one of ordinary skill in the art would employ the teachings of Scholl. 
DEPENDENT: 

As per claim 10, Lewis further teaches wherein the processor receives 
commands addressed to the multiple boards and routes commands to the multiple 
destinations (see col. 9, lines 4-10 & 31-50). 

As per claim 1 1 , Lewis further teaches wherein the first and second commands 
are CLI commands (see col. 8, lines 56-59). 
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As per claim 12, Lewis does not explicitly teach of further comprising converting 
the first and second commands from a first protocol to a second protocol. Scholl 
teaches of converting commands from a first protocol to a second protocol (see col .2, 
line 61 to col .3, lie 6). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to employ the teachings of Scholl within the system 
of Lewis by implementing converting commands from a first protocol to a second 
protocol within a system manager because Lewis teaches of a gateway (see col. 9, lines 
7-10) and Scholl teaches that "gateways are employed for two software applications to 
communicate with each other" and "communications between two networks that use 
different protocols" (see col .2, lines 59-65). Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art 
would concur that the gateway of Lewis teaches this limitation. 

As per claim 13, Lewis further teaches wherein the first protocol is CLI and the 
second protocol is SNMP (see col. 5, lines 48-50). 

As per claim 19, Lewis further teaches wherein the processor is arranged to 
include a command line interface server master session (implicit: see col. 9, lines 7-10) 
wherein the command line interface server master session receives the first command 
and the second command from a client device (see col. 8, lines 62-65), and wherein the 
command line interface master session directs (i) the first command to the first 
command line interface server, and (ii) the second command to the second command 
line interface server (see claim 16 rejection above). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claim 18 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Prior art of record Lewis et al. (US 6,131 ,1 12 A), Heck (US 6,317,743 A), and 
Scholl et al. (US 5,742,762 A), do not explicitly disclose, teach, or suggest the method 
of claim 1 , further comprising receiving, at the first command line interface server, a 
response from each of the boards of the first type having the first software version, and 
responsively forwarding each response to a master command line interface server, 
wherein the master command line interface server responsively sends a user response. 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) because they amount 
to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references. By merely stating that the reference does not teach and then reiterating the 
claim language is a general allegation and an improper response. However since the 
arguments are general, the response to the arguments by means of this office action 
and the rejections set forth above is sufficient. 
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8. A server to one of ordinary skill in the art is either a program or a device that 
provides some other service to another program or another device, respectively. 
Therefore, since the language of claim 1 recites "receiving and storing in memory a first 
command line interface server" and one of ordinary skill in the art would agree it is 
impossible to store a device in memory, it is noted that the server as stated in the 
claims are intended to mean a server program. 



Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Michael Won 





March 3, 2005 



